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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This Office action is responsive to Applicant's AMENDMENT AND RESPONSE, 
filed August 2, 2007. Claims 1-21 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 1 -6, 8-1 3 and 1 5-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over European Publication 0 484 145 (Kochis) in view of U.S. Patent 
6,487,61 1 (Brusky et al., hereinafter Brusky). 

Regarding claim 1, Kochis discloses a method for selectively processing a fax job 
using a multi-functional peripheral, the method comprising: initiating a fax request at a 
computer device in communication with the multi-function peripheral (column 3, lines 
31-58); wherein the fax job is constructed as a sequence of commands from a fax 
description language (column 4, lines 35-38); and using the multi-functional peripheral 
to process the fax job (column 4, line 39 - column 5, line 23). 

Kochis does not expressly disclose a print subsystem having a print spooler for 
spooling a fax job corresponding to the fax request through the print subsystem of the 
computer device, or despooling the fax job to a printer port associated with the multi- 
functional peripheral. Brusky discloses transmission of fax information from a host to a 
multi-functional peripheral, wherein the host spools (stores) scanned fax information in 
memory prior to transmitting the information to the peripheral for printing by a printer 



Application/Control Number: 10/621,176 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2625 

(column 4, lines 44-53). Inherently, the spooled information is despooled (output from 
memory) prior to transmission. It is conventional for image data that has been scanned 
to be temporarily stored in a memory device prior to transmission to a peripheral device, 
and it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a memory 
for storing scanned image data, such as disclosed in Brusky, in the device taught in 
Kochis, so that any desired processing of the image data, such as editing, may be 
performed. 

Regarding claim 2, Kochis discloses constructing the fax job (column 3, lines 31- 
58). As mentioned above, Brusky discloses despooling the fax job to a print processor 
(as mentioned above with respect to claim 1 , the spooled information is inherently 
despooled (output from memory) prior to transmission). The information is scheduled to 
be sent to the multifunction peripheral after processing by a processor (column 4, lines 
46-53). 

Regarding claim 3, Kochis discloses performing the step for initiating a fax 
request by at least one of (i) a user and (ii) an application (column 3, lines 12-30). 

Regarding claim 4, Brusky further discloses despooling the fax job to a print 
processor (as mentioned above with respect to claim 1 , the spooled information is 
inherently despooled (output from memory) prior to transmission). 

Regarding claim 5, Kochis further discloses recognizing the fax job as a fax 
request (column 5, line 47 - column 6, line 4). 

Regarding claim 6, Kochis further discloses the step for initiating a fax request 
including at least one of: opening an electronic document; selecting one or more print 
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commands; selecting a multi-functional peripheral from a printer selection input dialog; 
and selecting one or more fax options (column 4, lines 10-27). 

Regarding claims 8 and 9, Kochis further discloses a step for interpreting at least 
a portion the fax job at one of (i) a client computer device, (ii) a server computer device, 
and (iii) the multi-functional peripheral; wherein the step for interpreting at least a portion 
the fax job includes selectively performing processing relating to the fax job at one of (i) 
the client computer device, (ii) the server computer device, and (iii) the multi-functional 
peripheral (column 4, line 53 - column 5, line 3). 

Regarding claims 10 and 1 1 , Kochis further comprises, when the fax request is a 
request to receive information via facsimile at the multi-functional peripheral, at least 
one of the steps for: selecting a target multi-functional peripheral; selecting one or more 
fax options; initiating a fax retrieval; constructing the fax job; and interpreting one or 
more fax description language statements, and a step for executing the fax description 
language statements (column 4, line 39 - column 5, line 23). 

Regarding claim 12, Kochis discloses a system configured to selectively 
exchange information via facsimile, the system comprising: a computer device that 
includes a print subsystem (column 3, lines 12-30); a multi-functional peripheral coupled 
to the computer device, wherein the multi-functional peripheral is configured to 
dynamically process a fax job that is configured to be spooled through the print 
subsystem, and wherein the fax job comprises a sequence of commands from a fax 
description language (column 3, lines 31-58; column 4, line 35 - column 5, line 23); and 
a fax request generated at the computer device, wherein the fax request corresponds to 
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the fax job, and wherein the fax request corresponds to one of: (i) transmitting 
information via facsimile from the multi-functional peripheral; (ii) receiving information 
via facsimile at the multi-functional peripheral; (iii) configuring the multi-functional 
peripheral; and (iv) obtaining configuration or status information (column 3, lines 31-58). 

Kochis does not expressly disclose the print subsystem including a print spooler, 
or despooling the fax job to a printer port associated with the multi-functional peripheral. 
As mentioned above with respect to claim 1 , Brusky discloses transmission of fax 
information from a host to a multi-functional peripheral, wherein the host spools (stores) 
scanned fax information in memory prior to transmitting the information to the peripheral 
for printing by a printer (column 4, lines 44-53). As mentioned above, the spooled 
information is inherently despooled (output from memory) prior to transmission. It is 
conventional for image data that has been scanned to be temporarily stored in a 
memory device prior to transmission to a peripheral device, and it would have been 
obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a memory for storing scanned 
image data, such as disclosed in Brusky, in the device taught in Kochis, so that any 
desired processing of the image data, such as editing, may be performed. 

Regarding claim 13, Kochis further discloses a network, wherein the network 
couples the computer device and the multi-functional peripheral (Fig. 2). 

Regarding claims 15 and 16, Kochis further discloses a second multi-functional 
peripheral coupled to the network (Fig. 2); and an interpreter coupled to and employed 
by the multi-function peripheral that is configured to accept a page description language 
for printing and the fax description language for faxing (column 4, lines 53-57), wherein 
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the interpreter is further configured to accept a scan description language for scanning 
(column 4, lines 32-35 and 53-57). 

Claims 17-20 recite a computer program product comprising computer readable 
medium for providing computer program code means for performing the steps of above- 
rejected claims 1, 2, 4 and 5, respectively. Kochis provides a disk 310 and memory 312 
to store software for performing the above steps (column 4, lines 20-24 and 28-38). 
4. Claims 7 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kochis in view of Brusky as applied to claims 6 and 17 above, and further in view of 
Applicant's admitted prior art. 

t 

Neither Kochis nor Brusky expressly disclose steps for: converting the document 
to one or more graphics device interface commands; sending the graphics device 
interface commands to a driver associated with the multi-functional peripheral; and 
converting the graphics device interface commands to a fax format, as recited in claims 
7 and 21. However, Applicant has disclosed in the specification, under Background and 
Related Art, a technique allowing facsimile messages to be sent or received 
electronically to/from a computing device. In this technique, document data is 
converted into graphics device interface (GDI) data that is passed to a GDI fax driver, 
which converts the GDI data into a format compatible with a fax device, and the fax data 
is despooled to an MFP (Applicant's specification: page 3, line 19 - page 4, line 4). As 
this technique was known in the art at the time of Applicant's invention, it would have 
been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to provide this technique in the combined 
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teaching of Kochis and Brusky, so as to facilitate transmission of text and graphics 
between a host computer and a multifunctional peripheral. 

5. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kochis 
in view of Brusky as applied to claim 13 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent 
5,937,150 (Phan). 

Neither Kochis nor Brusky disclose a server coupled to the network, wherein the 
computer device is a client computer device. Phan discloses a LAN, including a file 
server, workstations and MFPs coupled to one another via network communications 
lines (column 2, lines 40-51 ). A server connected to the network controls access to file 
and disk resources on a network, and provides security and synchronization on the 
network through a network operating system (column 2, lines 53-56). Therefore, it 

* 

would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the combined 
teachings of Kochis and Brusky by providing a server coupled to the network, so as to 
provide storage of files that can easily be accessed by a user at a host computer for 
transmission over the network to a recipient. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed in response to the rejection of claims 1-21 under 
U.S.C. 103(a) as set forth in the prior Office action mailed May 7, 2007 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant asserts that the system taught by Kochis "does not correlate to 
facsimile transmission of a scanned document (which is in a graphical image format by 
nature), but instead relates to the facsimile transmission of a document in a much 



Application/Control Number: 10/621 ,176 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2625 

smaller standard format, such as the textual ASCII format." (current amendment, page 
13). It should be noted, however, that applicant's claims are not expressly directed to 
the transmission of scanned documents. In any event, Kochis provides scanner 
software 426 (Fig. 4). 

Applicant asserts that Brusky does not teach the claimed spooling and 
despooling steps, stating that the cited portion of Brusky "merely teaches storing a 
scanned image into the computer's memory, altering the data, and sending the altered 
data to a printer in order to make a copy." (current amendment, pages 13-14). Contrary 
to Applicant's assertion, Brusky, as mentioned above with respect to claim. 1, discloses 
transmission of fax information from a host to a multi-functional peripheral, wherein the 
host spools (stores) scanned fax information in memory prior to transmitting the 
information to the peripheral for printing by a printer (column 4, lines 44-53). Inherently, 
the spooled information is despooled (output from memory) prior to transmission. 

Applicant asserts that Brusky clearly teaches away from the claimed invention. 
Specifically, Applicant states that "Brusky teaches that an image is scanned by the 
scanner (in the multifunction peripheral device 15), sent to memory in the computer host 
device 1 6, and is then transferred to a modem 56 in the host device 16 for the 
transmission over a communications network without being sent back to the 
multifunction peripheral device," and thus Brusky teaches against "despooling the fax 
job to a printer port associated with the multi-functional peripheral," for "the fax job is 
never returned to the multifunction peripheral device." (current amendment, page 14, 
emphasis by Applicant). Contrary to Applicant's assertion, Brusky clearly teaches 
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transmission back to the multifunctional peripheral device. Brusky, at column 4, lines 
44-53, reads: 

"Once the preset parameters are obtained by host 15, the item to be copied is 
scanned by scanner 44, which is driven by the host 15, and stored in memory 54. 
Following storage of the data in memory 54, processor 52 performs any required 
data messaging such as that required by the preset parameters. It should be 
noted that host 15 may be utilized to set items or parameters in the peripheral 16 
prior to the scan. The massaged [sic] or altered data is then sent across 
communication link 17 to multifunction peripheral 16 for printing by printer 46." 
(emphasis added). 

Applicant asserts that "one of ordinary skill in the art would not combine the 
systems of Kochis and Brusky in the manner suggested by the Examiner, as one of 
ordinary skill in the art would recognize that these systems are directed to different 
purposes and are unrelated," stating that "Kochis is directed to a manner of transferring 
a file from one location to another by facsimile for printing, and therefore teaches the 
transmission of a non-scanned, non-graphical image format to the remote facsimile 
device. ... As such, the file of Kochis is already in a textual, editable format, and is 
edited at the time it is created and before it is sent by facsimile to the remote location for 
printing. In contrast, Brusky teaches the transmission of a scanned document, which is 
inherently in a graphical image format that has limited capability for editing." (current 
amendment, pages 14-15. However, it should be noted, first, that Kochis provides 
scanner software 426 (Fig. 4), and thus is clearly capable of transmission of scanned, 
as well as non-scanned, image formats. Second, it should be noted that Kochis does 
not expressly state that any images are editable, while Brusky clearly states that 
scanned image data that is stored in memory "is manipulated according to the preset 
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parameters or any other parameters regarding the item or the transmission." (column 6, 
lines 22-25). 

Applicant asserts that because the cited references fail to teach all claim 
limitations and that one of ordinary skill in the art would not be motivated to combine the 
cited references in the manner suggest by the Examiner, all of the claims are allowable 
(current amendment, pages 15-16). Contrary to Applicant's assertion, the claims are 
not allowable for the reasons set forth above. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 

i 

MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Thomas D. Lee whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
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7436. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 7:30-5:00, alternate 

r 

Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward L. Coles can be reached on (571) 272-7402. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner 
Technology Division 2625 
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